INDEX. 
ABANDONMENT. Sce War Risk Insurance, 3. 
ACCIDENT INSURANCE. Sce Insurance, 3-4 
ADMINISTRATIVE CONSTRUCTION. Sce Statutes, II, °. 
ADMINISTRATIVE REMEDIES. See Jurisdiction, I], (1D), 3 
ADMIRALTY. Sce Jurisdiction, 


1. Limitation of Liability. Right not waived by failure to set 


t up in state court. Larsen v. Northland Trans. Co., 20. 
2. Jd. Statute should be construed liberally. Jd 

ADULTERY. Sce Marriage, 2. 

ADVERSE CLAIMS. Scc Interpleader, | 


AFFILIATED CORPORATIONS. Sce Public Utilities, 2-3; Tax- 
ation, II (A), 4 


ALIEN PROPERTY CUSTODIAN. Sce Trading with the Enemy 
Act, 1-2. 


ALIENS. Sce Constitutional Law, V, 5; Trading with the Enemy 
Act, 1-2. 


ALIMONY. Sce Constitutional Law, IV, 3; Jurisdiction, I, 2. 
AMENDMENT OF RULES. Sec p. 671. 
AMORTIZATION. See Public Utilities, 4. 


AMOUNT IN CONTROVERSY. Scec Jurisdiction, III, 2-3; 
Statutes, II, 5. 


ANCILLARY PROCEEDINGS. Sce Bankruptcy, 1. 
ANTITRUST ACTS. 


Carriers. Scope of immunity under Emergency Transportation 


Act ot 1933. Te ras V. U. S 9 522. 
APPEAL. See Jurisdiction. 
ARKANSAS. Sce Constitutional Law, I, 2. 
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ASSESSMENTS. Sce Constitutional Law, VII, (B), 7-9; Jurisdic- 
tion, II, (C) 
ASSIGNMENT. Sce Bankruptcy, 2 
ASSIGNMENTS OF ERROR. sXe Jurisdiction, II, (C), 7: Il, ' 


(1)). 4 


ATTACHMENTS. Sce Constitutional Law, VII, (B), 6; Jurisdic- 
tion, II, (ID)), 1. 


ATTORNEY’S FEE. See Farm Loan Act. 
AUTOMOBILES. 


’ , 7 } 
Du Vv ¢ driver at rauroad crossing where view 18 obstructed. 


Pokora v. Wabash Ry., 98 
BANKRUPTCY. 


D ye. Enforcement of order by ancillary proceeding to 
enjoin suit in state court against debtor, where remedy by inter- 
vention and appeal in state tribunals inadequate. Local Loan Co 
v. fl t, 234 

2. Lae? Assignment of future-earned wages not a lien under 
§ 6i of state ecision Id 
. s Py ot executiol r Mi h v. Gard ts 


gh limited mm | assets captured by receivership. J 
t. /] ] I Act Conegrt valid g é 
cedent compliance by bank with state laws. Jd 


BILLS AND NOTES. Sce Negotiable Iastruments. 


BILLS OF EXCEPTIONS. See Jurisdiction, II, (C), 7. 


BILL TO PERPETUATE TESTIMONY. See Jurisdiction, II, 
(A), 2 


BONDS. See Constitutional Law, VII, (B), 6, 8. 


BOULDER CANYON PROJECT ACT. 
See Arizona v. California, 341. 
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BROKERS. sce Sale. 


Construction ot Flor da stamp t 


ihe wh Fl shel adios, Lee ‘ Bickel, 415 
BURDEN OF PROOF. Sce Constitutional Law, VII, (A), 2: VII, 
((), 2; Evidence, 1. 
CAPITAL ASSETS. sce Taxation, Il, (A), 6 
CARRIERS. xc Antitrust Acts; Interstate Commerce Acts. 
Meaning of “ passenger” as used in double indemnity 


i 


I 


CASUALTY INSURANCE. Scc Constitutional Law, VII, (©), 5 
CAUSES OF ACTION. Sce Constitutional Law, VII, (13), 11-12 
CERTIORARI. Sce Jurisdiction, II], (A), 7 


CHICAGO SWITCHING DISTRICT. sce Interstate Commerce 
Acts, S. 


CITIZENS. See Constitutional Law, VII, (B), 12 
CLAIMS. 


Damages to Property. Under Act of May 22, 1926, ¢ aims fo 


of accident policy. Aschenbrenner v. U.S. Fidelity & G. Co., SO 


damages caused by unlawful flooding of Iands bordering on Lake 
of the Woods betore acquisition Ol flowage ¢ cements, were not 
to be included in condemnation proceedings but were to be dealt 
with by Secretary of War under § 3 of Act. Olson v. UWS., 246 


CLASSIFICATION. “ce Constitutional Law, VII, (C), I-9 
COLORADO RIVER COMPACT. 
See Arizona v. California, 341. 
COMMERCE. Sec Constitutional Law, II, 1-(); Interstate Com- 
merce Acts; Jurisdiction, I\, 2. 
CONDEMNATION. sScc Claims; Eminent Domain. 
CONFISCATION. Sce Constitutional Law, VII, (13), 15-15; Pub- 
lic Utilities, 1, 8. 
CONFORMITY ACT. See Jurisdiction, |, 5 
CONSOLIDATIONS. Scc Interstate Commerce Acts, 2. 
CONSTITUTIONAL LAW. 


l. In Ci neral, p. O7S. 
Il. Commerce Clause, Dp. 678. 
II. Contract Clause, p. 679. 
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CONSTITU® -ONAL LAW—Continued 


IV. Fu Faith and Credit Clause, p. 679. 
V. Fifth Amendment, p. 679. 
VI. Eleventh Amendment, p. 680. ‘ 
VII. Fourteenth Amendment 
(A) In General, 
(B) Due Process Clause, p. 680 
(C) Equal Protection Clause, p. 6S1 
VIIL. Sixteenth Amendment, p. 682 
IX. Eighteenth Amendment, p. 682. 
" I. In General. 
1. Principles of Construction. See Monaco v. Mississippi, 313 
2. Emergency. Arkansas statute exempting proceeds of life in- 


surance policies from judicial process held not justified by legis- 


lative finding of emergency Worthen Co. v. Thomas, 426 
3. State Sovereignty. Immunity from Swit. State may not be 


sued by foreign State without its consent. .Wonaco v. Mississippi, 


$1. Instrumentality of Government. Immunity from Tax. State 
engaging in sale and distribution of intoxicating liquors, not immune 
from federal tax. Ohio v. Helvering, 560 


5. Direct Taxes. Revenue Acts of 1921 and 1924 did not lay tax 


on insurance company’s building or rental value of space. /Helver- 
rv. Inde ent Life Ins. ¢ 71 
6. Powers of States. Courts. State mav not. discriminate 


against rights arising under federal laws. JJcKnett v. St. Lows & 


7. Id. Powers of States in respect of their courts may be re- 
stricted by Congress only in conformity with judiciary sections 


of Constitution. Jlealy v. Ratta, 263. 


motor () | (  ¥ Jol On, NH: (‘ao CO d ? /) g Co. VY. Ti) ) ols, 535 
II. Commerce Clause. 

1. Federal Power. Requlatioi Removal of discrimination 
against interstate commerce caused by inadequacy of intrastate 


rates. Florida v. U.S., 1. 


posed no burden on interstate commerce. .Jagnano Co. v. Ham- 
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CONSTITUTIONAL LAW—Continued. 


4. J]d. That distributor was required to make preliminary pay- 
ments on imported gas, though intended for export, imposes no 
burden on interstate commerce if statute provides for refund. Jd. 

5. Id. Requirement that distributor, as agent of State, report 
and pay tax, though gasoline was shipped direct to dealers from 
point without the State, valid. Jd. 

6. Fore qn Corporations Suits. Suit by one foreign corpora- 
tion against another on foreign cause of action as unreasonable 
burden on interstate commerce. International Milling Co. v. 
Columbia Co., 511. 


III. Contract Clause. 

1. Tax Exemption. Contract of tax exemption not impaired by 
later statute authorizing assessments of back taxes on taxable prop- 
erty. Gully v. Interstate Natural Gas Co., 16. 

2. Private Contracts. Exemption Laws. Statute exempting 
proceeds of life insurance policies from judicial process, construed 
to vacate lien existing prior to enactment, held invalid. Worthen 
Co. v. Thomas, 426. 

IV. Full Faith and Credit Clause. 

1. In General. Full faith and credit must be given by forum 
to judicial proceedings in other States upon which claims are 
founded. Sanders v. Armour Fertilizer Works, 190. 

2. Application. Decision of Montana court that official liqui- 
dator of insolvent Iowa corporation was not statutory successor 
to corporation, with title derived from statutes of domicile, but 
was mere receiver, denied full faith and credit to statutes and 
judicial proceedings of Iowa. Clark v. Williard, 112 

3. Id. Application of full faith and eredit clause to decree of 
alimony rendered in State and sought to be enforced in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. Loughran v. Loughran, 216. 


V. Fifth Amendment. 

1. Eminent Domain. Just compensation; elements of value. 
Olson v. U.S., 246. 

2. Vested Rights. Rights under war risk insurance policies 
were property protected by Fifth Amendment; provision of Econ- 
omy Act purporting to take away rights of beneficiaries of yearly 
renewable term insurance held void. Lynch vy. U.S., 571. 

3. Contracts of the United States. Congress may not reduce 
expenditures by abrogating contractual obligations of the United 
States. Jd, 
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680 INDEX. 


t. ] Consent to sue United States on contract is not part of 
the obligation of the contract which may not be impaired; with- 


drawal of remedy would not imply repudiation of contract. Jd. 
5 Enen | Prope ty Validity Ol Act barring sults to recover 
ducted on account of administrative expenses under Trad- 


ng with the Enemy Act. Woodson vy. Deutsche, etc., Vormais, 


VII. Fourteenth Amendment. 
(A) In General. 


i 


1. Police Power. As applied to business activities, is power to 
regulate, not to engage in carrying them on. Ohio v. Helvering, 


». Assailing Statute One who complains that statute effects 


j 


+ 


discrimination must have sustained or be threatened Injury. 


Monamotor Oil Co. v. Johnson, 86. 
(B) Due Process Clause. 

l. Taxati Limitations of Power. Due process clause as lim- 

Itatlion on taxing power ol State Magna o Co. y. Ha ton. 4 

Id. Restriction of Business. Tax within 1 


N + rs " ] + . trie - tr +, ] . 
State not void because it restricts or destroys particular occupa- 


tions or businesses. JWJagnano Co. v. Hamilton, 40 


y 


3. Id. Public Purpose. Requirement that tax be for publie 
/ | | 


; 
purpose has reterence to use which is to be made of revenue. ZJd. 
+. Jd. Washington oleomargarine tax was for public purpose 
though benefiting dairy industi i 
5. I Incidental Effects. Provision of Iowa motor vehicle fu 
tax st e making distributor agent of State for collection of tax, 


6. Id. Levy on Other Property of Taxpayer. Collection of tax 
. ‘ 


from other parcels owned by nonresident taxpayer; voluntary sub- 


i 


y Y 
stitution O© personal abil 
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~ { 


Dayton P Co. v. Cor = 10) 
15. Jd. Rate of return of ¢ per cent. v contiseatory. where 
cle ro] I Mi I Cle TIN , 
( ( ‘. Sce Public Utilities, 
( | ( 
1. In ¢ Validity « ( DI ( ( 
oft: ( ( ( ! ( n 
/ ( l O 
aoe ( 
iit - 
er Id 
s D \] ence 
! / 
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2 | ( ! | 
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CONSTITUTIONAL LAW—Continued. 
5. Id. Illinois statute taxing foreign fire insurance companies 
on net receipts including receipts from casualty business, though 
not Imposing like tax on competing foreign casualty insurance com- ' 
panies, invalid. Jd 
6. Taxation. Discrimination. lowa motor vehicle fuel tax stat- 
ute imposed no tax on distributor of gasoline, but merely made 
it agent of State for collection, and provision for refund of tax 
to certain classes of consumers did not deny it equal protection 


of the laws. .Wonamotor Oil Co. v. Johnson, 86. 


7. Id. Iowa Act amending motor vehicle fuel tax statute did 
not discriminate against distributor of imported gasoline since it 
applied as well to gasoline produced locally. Jd. 

8. Jd. Distributor required to collect tax from users on im- 
ported gasoline could not complain that imported naphtha escaped 
tax. Id. 

9. Taxation. Oleomargarine. Differences between butter and 
oleomargarine Justify separate classification for tax purposes. 
Magnano Co. v. Hamilton, 40. 


VIII. Sixteenth Amendment. 


1. What Constitutes Income. Rental value of building used by 
owner not income. Helvering v. Independent Life Ins. Co., 371. 


2. Assessment. Power of Congress. Congress has power to con- 


dition, limit or deny deductions. Jd. 
IX. Eighteenth Amendment. 
Effect. Amendment did not convert liquor traffic into gov- 
ernmental function. Okio v. Helvering, 360. 
CONTRACTS. Sce Constitutional Law, II], 1-2; V, 2-4; VII, (B), 
11-12; Insurance, |—+; Negotiable Instruments, 1-2; Public Util- 
ities, 2; United States, 2; War Risk Insurance, 1-3. 


) 


CONTRIBUTORY NEGLIGENCE. Sce Negligence, 2-3. 
CORPORATIONS. See Constitutional Law, I], 6; IV, 2; VII, (C), 
2, 4-5; Insolvency, 1-2; Jurisdiction, 1V, 2; Statutes, Il, 13; 
Taxation, I, 4; II, (A), 4, 10. 
Foreign Corporations. Suit in state court against foreign corpo- 
ration on foreign cause of action as burden on interstate commerce. 


See International Mill ng Co. v. Columbia Co., 511 


COURTS. See Constitutional Law, I, 3, 6-7; Jurisdiction; Re- 
moval. 





INDEN. OS3 


CRIMINAL LAW. 

Rules and Forms in Criminal Cases after Verdiet, p. 659 
CROSSINGS. sec Interstate Commerce Acts, 15; Negligence, 2-3. 
DAIRY INDUSTRY. Sce Constitutional Law, V11, (13), 4 
DAMAGES. sc Admiralty, |; Claims; Jurisdiction, III, 6. 
DEBTS. sce Taxation, II, (A), 2, 11. 

DEDUCTIONS. cc Taxation, I], (A), 7-11. 
DEPLETION. cc Public Utilities, 4 


DEPOSITS. Sce Banks. 


DEPRECIATION. Scc Constitutional Law, VII, (B), 15; Public 
Utilities, +, S; Taxatien, I], (A), 7-S. 


DIRECT APPEAL. Sce Jurisdiction, Il, (C), 1-4. 
DIRECT TAXES. Sc Constitutional Law, I, 5. 


DISCRIMINATION. Sce Constitutional Law, I, 6: Il, 1: VII, (A), 
2: VII, (C), 1-9; Interstate Commerce Acts, 3}, 5 


b 


DISTRIBUTORS. Sce Constitutional Law II, 4-5; VII, (1B), 5. 
10; VII, (C), 6-8. 


DISTRICT COURTS. sce Jurisdiction, I], ((), 1-7; Ill, 1-6 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. Scec Constitutional Law, IV, 3; 
Dower; Jurisdiction, I, 2. 

DIVIDENDS. Se Taxation, Il, (A), 

DIVORCE. Sec Constitutional Law, IV, 5 


Effect of statute forbidding remarriage of guilty party. Lough- 
ran Vv. Loughran, 216. 
DOMICILE. Svc Constitutional Law, |\V, 2; Garnishment, |; Mar 
riage, 2. 
DOUBLE INDEMNITY CLAUSE. Sce Insurance, ‘3-4. 
DOWER. 
Right to. Widow who had lawfully remarried in State after 


divorcee in District of Columbia, where statute forbade remarriage, 
was entitled to dower in District. Loughran Vv. Loughran, 216. 


DUE PROCESS. Scc Constitutional Law, V, 1-5; VII, (13), 1-15 
EASEMENTS. Sce Claims. 
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ECONOMY ACT. See Statutes, II, 11. 


Provision (§ 17) purporting to take 


Va nd Const 
} - . 1] } 
yY fig ariv. renewable term = poli- 
rick insuranee Jeld 1 }. tian & dan + wolate 4 
Cit ( “nx Ifsul (f ¢ VolId, section 9 GQOCs no relate to 
' — ' 
War risk insurance Lynch v. US., 571. 


EIGHTEENTH AMENDMENT. -x+e Constitutional Law, IX 
ELEVENTH AMENDMENT. Sve Constitutional Law, VI. 


EMERGENCY. *Xce Constitutional Law, I, 2 


EMERGENCY TRANSPORTATION ACT. Sec Antitrust Acts: 
Interstate Commerce Acts, 2, 4 


EMINENT DOMAIN. See Claims. 
Just Compe ul Elements of value Olson v. UWS., 246 


ENEMY PROPERTY. “ce Constitutional Law, \V, 5; Trading with 
the Enemy Act, 1-2 


EQUAL PROTECTION. Sce Constitutional Law, VII, (C), 1-0. 
EQUITY. sSce Bankruptcy, 1; Jurisdiction, I, 1-4; I], (A), 2 
ESTOPPEL. See Admiralty, 1. 


i biti ‘ nee | aia ! i 
bv lach nd estoppel ltl vy Ai Peters 


state c irt ‘Id 
EVIDENCE. Sce Interstate Commerce Acts, 11, 13: Jurisdiction, 


a. CA}, 2. 

1. ¢ f \ I f pro P v. Wa- 
h Ry OS 

2 § 1) drive ( railroad crossing where 
vi Id 

EXECUTION. wxce Constitutional Law, I, 2. 

Lic P Priority where execution issued only for 
pu ‘ ' herif sell 
rul Pennsvivania. W v. Gardner, 48. 


EXEMPTION. SXce Constitutional Law, I, 2; III, 1-2: Garnish- 
ment, 1, 3; Interpleader, 2: Taxation, I, 5. 


EXTRATERRITORIALITY. sce Statutes, II, 8. 
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FARM LOAN ACT. 


mortgag r reasol ( v= le } 
valid let \ valid under state "3 
ableness OL let Fe leral l md Ba \ Wea ( 


FEDERAL QUESTION. Sce Jurisdiction, I], (A), 3; II, (D), 4. 
FINDINGS. sce Interstate Commerce Acts, |()-14; Jurisdiction. 
FLORIDA. 
Stamp Tar Act. Construction and application. Lee v. Biek« 
415. 
FORECLOSURE. sce Farm Loan Aci. 
FOREIGN CORPORATIONS. x « Constitutional Law, II, 6; VII, 
(C), 2, 4-5; Insolvency, 1-2; Jurisdiction, |\, 2 
FULL FAITH AND CREDIT. sce Constitutional Law, IV, 
GARNISHMENT. Sce Interpleader, . 


1. What Subject to Garnishment. Effect in Hlinois of exemp- 
tion laws Ol debtor's domicile Sanders \ Armour I t;/ 
Works, 190. 


from judicial process, construed to vacate lien of garnishment 
held invalid. Worthen Co. v. Thomas, 426 


GAS COMPANIES. Sce Constitutional Law, VII, (1B), 14-15: 
Public Utilities, 2-\. 
GASOLINE. Sce Constitutional Law, II, 3-5; VII, (B). 5: VII. 


(C), 6-8 


GEORGIA. 
National bank as state depository under Georgia law. Leu 
v. Fidelity Co.. 559 


HOSPITALS. x:c World War Veterans’ Act. 

HUSBAND AND WIFE. Sce Marriage, 1-2. 

GIFT. Sce Taxation, II, (A), 5. 

GOING VALUE. Sce Public Utilities, 5-6. 

IMMUNITY. Sce Antitrust Acts; Constitutional Law, I, 3-4 
IMPORTS. Sce Constitutional Law, II, 3-5; VII, (C), 7-8. 
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INCOME TAX. See Constitutional Law, VIII, 1-2: Taxation, II. 
(A), 1-11. 


INJUNCTION. Sce Bankruptcy, 1; Jurisdiction, I, ‘3-4: II, 
(D), 11. 


INLAND WATERWAYS ACT. Sce Interstate Commerce Acts, 
6-7. 
INSOLVENCY. See Constitutional Law, IV, 2 

1. Title to Property. Official liquidator under Iowa laws was 
statutory successor of insolvent corporation, Clark We ard 
112. 

2. Priority. Rights of creditors as against statutory :uceessor 
of insolvent foreign corporation. Jd 

INSTRUMENTALITIES OF GOVERNMENT. Sce Constitutional 
Law, I, 4. 

INSURANCE. See Constitutional Law, I, 2; III, 2; VII, (C), 4-5; 
Interpleader, 1-2; War Risk Insurance, 1-3. 

Validity of Arkansas statute exempting proceeds of life insur- 
ance from judicial process. Worthen Co. vy. Thomas, 426. 

Validity of Illinois net receipts tax, Concordia if s. Co. ¥. GHli- 
nois, 535. 

1. Contracts of Insurance. Construction. Construction favor- 
able to insured adopted in case of ambiguity. Aschenbrenner vy. 
US. Fide hty & . Ce. Su. 

2. Jd. Words obviously not used in their technical sense will be 
given common meaning. Id. 

3. Accident Insurance. Double Indemnit 4 Clause. Insured who 
boarded and was brushed from steps of moving train was “ pas- 
senger ” within meaning of double indemnity provision. Jd 


4. Id. Construction of double indemnity provision not more 


strict than other provisions of policy. Jd. 


INSURANCE COMPANIES. Sce Constitutional Law, I. 5: VII. 


(C), °-5; Interpleader, 1-2; Taxation, II, (A), 7-8 
INTEREST. See Negotiable Instruments, ? 


INTERNATIONAL LAW. See Constitutional Law, I, 3; Treaties. 
INTERPLEADER. 

1. Interpleader Act. Insurance Companies. Purpose of Act: 

claims, when adverse; effect of interpleader applicant’s choice of 


forum. Sanders v. Armour Fertilizer Works, 190. 
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INTERPLEADER—Continued 


2. Id. Claimant who had garnished insuranee fund in Illinois 
held entitled in interpleader proceeding in Texas to fund as against 
insured who claimed that fund was exempt under Texas. stat- 

i 


utes. Td. 


INTERPLEADER ACT. Sce Interpleader, | 2: Jurisdiction, 
Ill, 4 


iNTERSTATE COMMERCE ACTS. +c Constitutional Law, I], 

1-6; Workmen’s Compensation Acts. 

1. Rates Generally. Longer haul may be expected to vield 

lower ton-mile return, Ohio v. ULS., 498 

2 Powers of Commission. Removal of Offices and Shops. Au- 
thority over consolidations, purchases, leases, ete.; eriterion of exer- 
cise of authority is that of the controlling publie interest; 
authorization of lease permitting lessee to abandon. offices and 
shops of lessor; effect of Texas “ Oflice-Shops ” Act; Emergency 

Transportation Act not inconsistent with authority of Commis 

sion to relieve carrier from obligation imposed by state statute 

in regard to location and maintenance of offices and shops; scope 
of immunity of carriers from operation of antitrust laws and 

other statutory restrictions. Texas v. U.S., 522 

3. Powers of Commission. Intrastate Rates. Power of Com- 
mission under § 13 (4) to order increase in intrastate rates which 
cause discrimination against interstate ecommerce. Florida v. US., 
. Iilinois Commerce Comm'n v. U.S.. 474 

4. Id. Effect of Emergency Railroad Transportation Act of 
1933 on power of Commission to increase intrastate rates. Florida 
v. US., 1. 

5. Id. Removal of undue prejudice against interstate ship- 
pers and localities by increase of intrastate rates; adjustment 
of competitive rates to same destinations. Ohio v. UWS., 498. 

6. Id. Water Transportation. Policy of Congress was to pro- 
mote interests both of carriers by rail and carriers by water 
when brought within the regulatory powers of the Commission. 
Mississippi Valle y Barge Ce. ¥; CS... Bae 

7. Orders. Minimum rail rates fixed to meet water competition, 
but high enough to pay cost of service, sustained. Jd 

8. Id. Application of order affecting intrastate switching rates 
in Chicago Switching District. JU/mois Commerce Comm'n v. US.. 


474. 
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INTERSTATE COMMERCE ACTS—Continue: 


Review of Orde Function of court 
Valley B Co. v. US., 282 

10. Id. ( = of g 

ypi Vi ib v. US., 282 


14. Jd. Claim that Commission did not 

Spr ( y examination ¢ record, re PI 
U.S., 498 

lb. S Applia ict Requirement 
sufhiciency cmplhance; tr rs raure 


Valley R. Co., 57. 
INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION. 

merce Acts, 1-14. 
INTERVENTION. 
INTOXICATING LIQUORS. 


Taxation, II, (B). 


INTRASTATE RATES. Sce 
state Commerce Acts, 3-5, 8. 


Sce Jurisdiction, II, (D) 


INVENTION. Sec Patents for Inventions. 


JOINT DECREE. 


JUDGMENTS. Se 
I, 2; II, (A), 4, 8; II, (D), 1-2. 
Conclusiveness. Judgment not conclusive 





Constitutional 


4 


heel | 


See Constitutional Law, I, 4: 


Law, II, 1; 


See Jurisdiction, II, (A), 8. 


Constitutional Law, IV, 
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INDEX. 


I. In General, p. 690. 
Il. Jurisdiction of this Court 
(A) In General, p. 691. 


O89 


JURISDICTION. Scc Admiralty, 1; Bankruptcy, 1; Interstate 
Commerce Acts, ‘)-14; Statutes, II, 5. 


(B) Review of Decisions of Cireuit Courts of Appeals, 


~p O91. 


(C) Review of Decisions of District Courts, p. 


(ID) Review of Decisions of State Courts, p 
III. Jurisdiction of District Courts, p. 695 


lV Jurisdicti n ot State Courts, p. OHO35. 


References to particular subjects under this title: 
Administrative Remedy, II, (D), 3. 
Admiralty, II, (A), 8. 

Amount in Controversy, III, 2-3. 
Appeal, II, (C), 1-6; II, (D), 8. 
Assignments of Error, II, (C), 7. 
Bankruptey Court, III, 5. 

Bills of Exceptions, II, (C), 7. 
Bill to Perpetuate Testimony, II, (A), 2. 
Certiorari, II, (A), 7. 
Commerce, 1V, 2. 

Conformity Act, I, 5; 11, (D), 6. 
Direct Appeal, Il, (C), 1-4. 
Discrimination, LV, 3. 
Dismissal, II, (A), 3; II, (D), 8 


District Courts, I1, (A), 5; I, (C), 1-7; III, 


) 


District of Columbia, I, 2. 
Equity, I, 1-4. 

Evidence, II, (A), 2. 
Federal Question, II, (A), 3; II, (D), 4 
Federal Rights, 1V, 3. 

Final Judgment, II, (A), 4; II, (D), 1-2. 
Findings, II, (A), 5; Il, (C), 6 

Foreign Corporations, IV, 2. 

Foreign States, II, (A), 1. 

Injunction, I, 3-4. 

Interpleader Act, III, 4. 


Interstate Commerce Commission, II, (A), 6. 


Joint Decree, II, (A), 8. 

Judgments, II, (A), 4, 8. 

Judicial Code, § 266, II, (C), 2+4. 
61745°—34——44 


1-6. 








690 INDEX. 


JURISDICTION—Continued 
teferences to particular subjects under this title—Cont'd. 

Local Questions, II, (D), 6-11. 
Multiplicity of Suits, I, 1. 
Negotiable Instruments Law, I, 5-6. 
Opinion of Court, 11, (D), 2. 
teceivers, IIT, (C), 1; ILI, 6. 
Remand, II, (B). 
Removal, III, 6; IV, 1. 
Rules of Decision Act, I, 5; II, (D), 6. 
Scope of Review, II, (A), 5; II, (D), 5. 
Specification of Errors, Il, (A), 7. 
State Courts, I, 3-5; IV, 1-4. 
States, II, (A), 1. 
Taxpayer's Suit, I, 3-4. 
Three-Judge Court, II, (C), 2-4; III, 1. 
Witnesses, IV, 2. 


I. In General. 
l. Equity. Multiplicity of suits. Lee v. Bickell, 15. 


2. Jd. No equitable principle precluded assertion in courts of 
District of Columbia of rights to dower and rights under decree of 
alimony by widow who had remarried in State after divorce in 
District, though statute there forbade remarriage. Loughran v. 
Loughran, 216. 

3. Injunction. Proceedings in State Courts. In suit to restrain 
enforcement of tax statute, federal court may not enjoin prosecu- 
tion of prior action in state court to collect tax. Monamotor Oil 
Co. v. Johnson, S6. 

4. Id. Taxpayer's Suit. That tax statute may end sale of oleo- 
margarine in State and thus destroy potential subject of federal 
taxation, held not ground for equitable relief of individual tax- 
payer. Magnano Co. v. Hamilton, 40. 


5. Conformity to Local Practice. Construction of Conformity 
Act and Rules of Decision Act; following meaning and effect at- 
tributed to state statute by highest court of State; application to 
Uniform Negotiable Instruments Law. Burns Mortgage Co. v. 
Fried, 487 

6. Id. Negotiability of promissory note made and payable in 
Florida governed by law of that State. Jd, 
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II. Jurisdiction 
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-Continued 


of this Court. 


(A) In General 

1. Swit Against State. State mav not be sued bv foreign State 
without = consent Moi »>\ M SSissippl 31: 

Z. B ] to Pe rpet te Te miOnNY Bill TO perpetuate testimony 
in aid of future litigation arising out of Boulder Canyon Project 
Act: materi lity ind competency Of ext ime nv as evidence In con 
templated litigation. Arizona v. California, 341. 

3. Federal Question. Dismissal of appeal from state court for 


want of properly 


oof 
/ / 


v. Delawar 


Ill noIs T¢ | 
6. Id. € 


wope 


f ) 
| J dqment 


onclu 


ibstant il federal McGar- 


19 


( 


presented s1 


P? Comm 


fi 


question. 


yey 


See d 


Wa 


Findings of Distriet Court. 


112 
Lin 


\ 


lheimer v 


t 


=iveness of findings of Interstate Commerce Com- 


mission. Florida v. U.S., 1. 

7. Id. Certicra Point not made ins specifiention of errors 
or in petition is not properly presented. Olson v. U.S. 246 

S. Joint Decree Decree, read connection ith appheable 
statute and admiralty rules, he'd not joint. Elliot v. Lombard, 
139 

(B) Review of Decisions of Circuit Courts of Appeals. 

Order of Remand. Order of Cireuit Court of Appeals directing 
remand to state court reviewable here on certiorari. Gay v. Ruff, 
or 
aw. 


(C) Review of Decisions of District Courts. 

1. Direct Appea Does not lie from decree of Distriet Court 
denying preference to money claim of State against a railway 
company in a receivership proceeding. JJissourt v. Missouri Pac 


Ry. Co., 13 

2. 7d. Direet appeal frem District Court lies only where hearing 
was before three judges in class of cases covered by Jud. Code, 
§ 266. Id 

3. Id. Mere assessment for taxation was not statute or order 
of administrative board or commission within Jud. Code, § 266. 


Gully \ Inte ste 
4. Id. Proced 
tered pursuant t 


16: O] 


lahoma Gas Co. \ 


te Gas , 3. 16 

ure on appeal from decree purporting to be en- 

o Jud. Code. S "66. Gully v. Interstate Gas Co. 
QO] ahon ad Paci nad Co., 386 
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JURISDICTION—Continued 


1. F Judgment. Judgment sustaining validity and 





execution levied by intervening creditor on property of in- 
Ivent, leaving no discretion to trial court and fully disposing of 
| n, is final judgment. Clark v. Williard, 112 


2. Jd. Opinion of court may be considered in determini: 


peeial assessment was arbitrary will not be he 


strative remedy Dre vided by statute tor correct« 


13 


t. Raising Federal Question. Effect of failure to ment 


eral questions in assignment of errors in state court. 


5. Scope of Review. See Concordia Ins. Co. v. Ill 


6. Lecal Questions. Conformity Act and Rules of Deci 


x 
> } ; , . j { 
Burns Mortgage Co. v. Fried, 48% 
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5. Bankruptcy Court. Aneilary proceeding to enforee order of 
discharge by enjoming prosecution of suits against debtor in state 
courts Lor r/ Loa Co. V. H] nt, 254 

6. Reme Suit Against Officer of Court. Suit for damages 
for injury resulting from negligent operation of train, brought 
agamst receiver ol rullroad it] pointed by fed rat court, held ho 
removable: effect of amendment of 1916 to Jud. Code, § 33 
Gay Vv. R iff, 25 
IV. Jurisdiction of State Courts. 

1. Swit Against Officer of Federal Court Suit for damages for 
from negligent operation of train, brought aginst 


injurv resultin 


y 


] 


receiver of railroad appointed by federal court, he/d not removable. 
Gay v. Rk iff, 2D. 

2. Foreign Corporation Suit against foreign corporation on 
foreign cause of action; that property attached was instrumentality 
of commerct ind that chief witnesses res ded in other State, did 
not oust jurisdiction of state court. Jnternational Milling Co. v. 
Colun h 1 Coé.. 511. 

3. Discrimination agau t Federal Right by state courts. Me- 
Knett v. St. Louis & S. FP. Ry Co., 250. 

1. Restriction of Jurisdiction by act of Congress, limited to jud . 


ciarv sections of Constitution. Healy v. Ratta, 265 


Function in negligence cases. Pokora v. Wabash Ry., 98 


JUST COMPENSATION. See Constitutional Law, \, | 
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LACHES. 
As non-federal ground adequate to support judgment of state 
court. Utley v. St. Petersbura, 106 


LAKE OF THE WOODS. = Claims. 

LANDLORD AND TENANT. Sv Constitutional Law, I, 5. 
LAST CLEAR CHANCE. sce Negligence, 4 

LEASE. Sce Interstate Commerce Acts, 2; Mineral Lands. 
LEGISLATIVE HISTORY. Sce Statutes, II, 5 
LEGISLATURE. See Constitutional Law, I, 2 
LICENSES. See Constitutional Law, VII, (B), 10. 


LIENS. Sce Bankruptcy, 2-3: Banks, 1, 3; Constitutional Law, 
Ill, 2; Execution; Garnishment, 2-3 
General lien on assets of national bank to secure publie deposit. 
Lewis v. Fidelity Co., 559. 
LIMITATION OF LIABILITY. “cc Admiralty, 1; Statutes, II, 6. 
LIQUOR DEALERS. See Taxation, II, (B). 


MARRIAGE. 
1. Validity. Validity of marriage in jurisdiction other than 
where entered into. Loughran v. Loughran, 216 
2. Legislative Requlatioi Effect of statute of domicile ferbid- 
ding remarriage of a spouse divorced tor adultery. Jd 
MASTER AND SERVANT. 

Railroads. Intrastate Commerce Right of employce engaged 
in intrastate commerce to damages tor breach of Federal Safety 
Appliance Acts, governed by state law. Gilvary v. Cuyahoga Val- 

ley Ry. Co., 57. 
MINERAL LANDS. 
Lease. Oil and Gas. Obligation of lessee to explore and de- 


yr) 


velop; cancellation. Sauder v. Mid-Continent Corp., 272. 
MONACO. See Monaco vo M sippi, 313 
MORTGAGES. Sce Farm Loan Act. 

MOTIVE. Sce Statutes, I, 1. 

MULTIPLICITY OF SUITS. “ce Jurisdiction, I, 1. 
NAPHTHA. Sce Constitutional Law, VII, (C), s. 
NATIONAL BANKS. See Banks, 1-4 
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NEGLIGENCE. 
1. In General Standard of prudent conduct declared by courts 

as rule of law. Pokora vy. Wabash Ry., 98. 
Z. Contributory Neglige nee. Railroad Crossings. That driver 
of automobile at crossing where view is obstructed must get out 
and reconnoitre, can not be aeecepted as general rule of law 
Pokora v. Wabash Ry., 98, limiting B. & O. R. Co. v. Goodman, 
275 US. 66 

3. Id. Whether truck driver was contributorily negligent in 
proceeding over railroad crossing where view was obstructed held 
question for jury. Pokora v. Wabash Ru., 9S. 

4. Last Clear Chance. Appleation of doctrine as matter of local! 
law Fa rport R. Co. v. Meredith, 589. 

5. Evidence. Burden of establishing contributory negligence in 
suit for personal injuries is on defendant. Pokora v. Wabash Ry., 
O8. 


NEGOTIABLE INSTRUMENTS. 


1. Negotiability. What Law Governs. Negotiability of instru- 
ment made and payable in Florida governed by law of that State 
Burns Mortgage Co. v. Fried, 487. 


2. Id. Ambiguity. Notes providing for interest on deferred in- 
terest payments from maturity were not uncertain and were negoti- 


able. Td. 
NET RECEIPTS TAX. Sce Constitutional Law, VII, (C), 2, 4-5 
NONRESIDENTS. Sce Constitutional Law, VII, (1B), 6. 


NOTICE AND HEARING. Sce Constitutional Law, VII, (1), 
7-10; Interstate Commerce Acts, 1+. 


OFFICERS. Sce Removal. 
OIL AND GAS. Sce Mineral Lands. 


OLEOMARGARINE. Sce Constitutional Law, II, 2; VII, (B), 4: 
VII, (C), 9; Taxation, III, 2. 


OPERATING EXPENSES. Scc Public Utilities, 4. 
OPINION OF COURT. Sce Jurisdiction, II], (1), 2. 
PARI MATERIA. Sce Statutes, II, 7. 

PARTIES. See Constitutional Law, VII, (A), 2. 
PASSENGER. Sce Insurance, 3. 
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PATENTS FOR INVENTIONS. 
1. Invention. Addition of new and useful element as invention. 
Electric Cable Co. v. Brooklyn Edison Co... @. 
2. Validity. Prior Art. Want of Invention. Claim 4 of Tor- 
chio Patent No. 1,172,322, for improvement in protective devices 
for electric cable joints, invalid. Zd. 


PENALTY. Sce Constitutional Law, VII, (B), 10. 
PENNSYLVANIA. 

Rule as to priority of execution lien. Muinnich v. Gardner, 48. 
PENSIONS. Sce World War Veterans’ Act. 
PERSON. See Statutes, II, 13. 
PERSONAL INJURIES. 


See Gay v. Ruff, 25; Gilvary v. Cuyahoga Valley Ry., 57; Fair- 
port R. Co. v. Meredith, 589: Pokora v. Wabas/ Ry., 98. 


PERSONAL PROPERTY. Sce Constitutional Law, VII, (C), 4. 
POLICE POWER. Sce Constitutional Law, VII, (A), 1. 
PREFERENCE. See Banks; Jurisdiction, II, (C), 1. 
PREMIUMS. See War Risk Insurance, 3. 

PRIORITY. See Bankruptcy, 3; Execution; Insolvency, 2. 
PROCEDURE. Sce Admiralty, 1; Bankruptcy, 1; Claims; Consti- 


tutional Law, I, 3, 6-8; II, 6; IV, 1-3; V, 5; VII, (B), 6-10; 
VII, (C), 2; Estoppel, 1; Interpleader, 1-2; Interstate Commerce 
Acts, 5, 9, 14, 16-17; Jurisdiction, I, 1-6; II, (A), 1-3, 5, 7; II, 
(B); II, (C), 1-7; II, (D), 3-11; III, 1, 4-6; V, 1-2; Master and 
Servant; Negligence, 3-5; Negotiable Instruments, 1; Removal; 


Taxation, I, 3; Workmen’s Compensation Acts. 
PROCESS. Sce Constitutional Law, I, 2: III, 2. 
PROMISSORY NOTES. Sce Negotiable Instruments. 


PROPERTY. Sce Claims; Constitutional Law, V, 1-2, 5: VII, 
(B), 10. 


PUBLIC IMPROVEMENTS. Sce Constitutional Law, VII, (B), 
S-9. 


PUBLIC INTEREST. Sce Interstate Commerce Acts, 2. 
PUBLIC MONEY. See Banks, 1-3. 
PUBLIC PURPOSE. See Constitutional Law, VII, (B), 3-4. 
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PUBLIC UTILITIES. Sce Constitutional Law, VII, (B), 15-15 
Jurisdiction, I], (C), 5 
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RAILROADS. 
Master and Servant. 
Injuries to Persons at Cr d 
Pokora v. Wabash Ry., 9S 
RATE OF RETURN. S« 


RATES. 
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REAL ESTATE. S« 
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Public Utilities, 7—-S 
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See Constitutional Law, II, 1: 
Acts, 1, 3-5, 7-S; Jurisdiction, 


l-3, 7-8 


Constitutional Law, I, 5. 


RECEIVERS. sce Banks, 3; Jurisdiction, II, (C), 1; Removal. 
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RECEIVERS—Continued. 
2. Priorities. Rights of local creditors as against statutory suc- 
cessor of insolvent foreign corporation. Td. 
REENACTMENT. Sec Statutes, III. 


REGULATION OF BUSINESS. See Constitutional Law, VII, 
(A), 1: VII, (B), 2: IX. 


REMAND. See Jurisdiction, I], (B); II, (D), 10. 
REMOVAL. 


Suit Against Officer of Federal Court. Suit for damages for 
injury resulting from negligent operation of train, brought against 
receiver of railroad appointed by federal court, held not remov- 
able; effect of amendment of 1916 to Jud. Code, $ 33. Gay v. 
Ruff, 25. 

RENTALS. See Constitutional Law, I, 5; VIII, 1. 
RES JUDICATA. Sce Judgments. 

RETROACTIVE STATUTE. See Statutes, II, 10. 
RIPARIAN OWNERS. See Claims. 

RULES. 


Amendment of Rules, see p. 671. 
Rules and Forms in Criminal Cases, see p. 659. 


RULES OF DECISION ACT. See Jurisdiction, I, 5. 
SAFETY APPLIANCE ACTS. Sce Interstate Commerce Acts, 
15-17; Workmen’s Compensation Acts. 


SALE. 


Order to broker to sell securities was not agreement to sell. 
Lee v. Bichell, 415. 
SECRETARY OF WAR. Sce Claims. 
SHIPPING. See Admiralty, 1-2; Statutes, II, 6. 
SIXTEENTH AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, VIII, 1-2. 
SPECIAL ASSESSMENTS. Sce Constitutional Law, VII, (B), 


S-9; Estoppel, 1; Jurisdiction, II, (1D), 3, 7. 
SPECIFICATION OF ERRORS. See Jurisdiction, II, (A), 7. 


STAMP TAX. See Taxation, III, 3 


STATE COURTS. See Admiralty, 1; Bankruptcy, 2; Constitu- 
tional Law, I, 6-7; II, 6; Jurisdiction, I, 3, 5; II, (D), 1-11; 


IV, 1-4 
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STATES. see Banks, 1-+; Constitutional Law, I, 4, 6-7: II, 1: 1V. 
1-3; VII, (A), (B), (C); Statutes, 11, 15 


lL. Jmmunity from Sut. State may not be sued by foreign State 
without its consent. JJonaco v. Mississippi, 313 

2 Zmmu fy from Federal Taxation See Ohio \ Helver nd, 
360. 


3. Boulder Canyon Project Act. See Arizona v. Calii ria, ol. 


STATUTES. Sec Banks; Claims; Constitutional Law, I, 5; II, 
2-5; III, 1-2; IV, 2; V, 2, 5; VII, (B), 11; VII, (C), 1-9: Inter- 
pleader, |; Interstate Commerce Acts, 2, 15-16; Jurisdiction, 
I, 5; Gh, (C), 3; Hf, (dD), 7: Bineesoe., 2: 

I. Validity, p. 699, 
Il. Construc ti n, p. 699, 
HI. Reénaetment, p. 700. 
I. Validity. 
1. Legislative Motive. Collateral purposes or motives of Jegis 
lature are beyond judicial inquiry. Magnano Co. v. Hamilton, 40 


2. Emergency. Legislative finding of emergency as Justification 
for statute exempting proceeds of lite insurance from judicial proe- 
Css. Worthen Co. v. Thomas, 426. 

3. Tite and Substance Laws of Lowa, 42d G.A., e. 103, § 1, 1m- 


posing additional tax on motor velnicle fuel used in State, held con- 
sistent with provisions Of state constitution mn respect to title and 
subst ince Ol tanning laws. Wor anotor Oil Co. v Johnson, Sb. 

4. Attaching Statute. One who complains of statute must have 
sustained or be threatened with injury. Jd. 


II. Construction. 

1. Title of Act Reference to as aid to construction Fairport 
EB. Co. v. Meredith, 589. 
» Consideration of Whole Act. Helvering v. N.Y. Trust Co., 
455 

3. Legislative History Fai ‘port R. Co. v. Meredith. 5SO: Gay 
wa Ruff, 2a He lave ing \ N : Trust eS 455. 

4. Lite i Meaning. Gay \ Ruff, p Ais Helver ng \ N.Y. Trust 
Co., 455. 

5. Strict Construction. Acts of Congress regulating jurisdiction 
of federal courts must be strictly construed in determining amount 


in controversy. Healy v. Ratta, 265 
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STATUTES—Continued 
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STOCKHOLDERS. Svc Taxation, I, 4 

STREETS. sce Constitutional Law, VII, (B). 9 

TAXATION. See Constitutional Law, I, +-5; II, 2-5: VII, (B), 
I: VII, (C), 2-9; VIII, 1-2; Jurisdiction, I, 3-4 
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III. State Taxation, p. 702 
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II. Federal Taxation. 
(A) Income T 
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TAXATION—Continued. 
10. Td. Deduction of losses of predecessor corporation. New 
Colon ral Ice ('o. Vv He | ¢ ‘Ung, 435 
11. Jd. Worthless Debts. Debt ascertained to be partly 
worthless not deductible under 1918 Act; * losses sustained during 
taxable year ” cid not refer to debts. Spring City Co. v. Com- 


missioner, 182. 


(B) Miscellaneous Taxes 
Liquor Dealers. State not immune from federal tax. Ohio v. 
Helv ring, 360. 
III. State Taxation. 
1. Gasoline Tax. Validity and construction of Iowa motor ve- 
hicle fuel tax statute Monamotor Oil Co. Vv. Johnson. SH 
_ 3 Oleomargarine Tar Validity of Washington statute im- 
posing 15% tax on butter substitutes. IMJagnano Co. v. Hamilton, 
40. 
3. Stamp Tar. Construction of Florida statute. Lee v. Bickel, 
415. 
TELEPHONE COMPANIES. See Constitutional Law, VII, (B), 
13; Public Utilities, 1. 
TESTIMONY. 


Bill to perpetuate testimony. See Arizona v. California, 341 


THREE-JUDGE COURT. See Jurisdiction, II, (C), 2-4: III, 1 
TITLE. See Insolvency, 1: Receivers, 1; Statutes, I, 3; Il, 1. 


TRADING WITH THE ENEMY ACT. 
1. In General. Proceeds of enemy property seized under the 
Act are subject to disposition of Congress. Woodson v. Deutsche 
Vormals, 449. 
2. Administrative Expenses. Validity of Act barring suits to 


recover deductions. Jd. 
TRANSPORTATION ACT. See Interstate Commerce Acts. 
TREATIES. 


Construction. Application of rule permitting recourse to ne- 


gotiations, preparatory works, and diplomatic correspondence of 


contracting parties. Arizona v. California, 341 


TRIAL. See Negligence, 3, 5 
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TRUSTS. Sce Taxation, II, (A), 5-6. 
UNITED STATES. See Claims; Constitutional Law, V, 3-+: 
Statutes, II, 13 

1. Consent to Swt. Provision of E ‘onomy Act purporting to 
abrogate contract rights under war risk insurance policies was 
void and could not be given effect as withdrawal of consent to 
suit. Lynch v. U.S., 571. 

2. Contracts Rights of hen ficiaries under war risk insurance 
policies were property protected by Fifth Amendment; provision 
of Economy Act purporting to take away such rights held void. 
Id. 

VALUATION. Sce Public Utilities, 5-6. 
VALUE. Sce Constitutional Law, V, 1. 


VESTED RIGHTS. Sce Constitutional Law, V, 2-5: VII, (B), 
10-11. 


VETERANS. Sce Constitutional Law, V, 2; World War Veterans’ 
Act. 


WAGES. Sce Bankruptcy, 2. 
WAIVER. Scec Admiralty, 1. 


WAR RISK INSURANCE. Sce Constitutional Law, V, 2. 

1. Character of Insurance. War Risk Insurance policies are not 
gratuities but are contracts of the United States. Lunch v. US., 
571. 

2. Rights of Beneficiaries. Section 17 of Economy Act, pur- 
porting to take away rights of beneficiaries under vearly renew- 
able term policies, not merely to withdraw consent of the United 
States to suit, held void. Td. 

a. Nonpayment of Pre miums. Policy held abandoned by con- 
duct of insured. Smith v. U S.. aad. 

WASTING ASSETS. See Constitutional Law, VII, (B), 15; Pub- 
lic Utilities, 8S. 

WATERS. Sce Claims. 


WATER TRANSPORTATION. See Interstate Commerce Acts, 


6-7. 


WITNESSES. See Jurisdiction, IV, 2, 
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WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION ACTS. 


WORLD WAR VETERANS’ ACT. 
Hospitalization. Right of ! 


1-43. 
WORTHLESS DEBTS. sce Taxation, II, 





